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following rights for anyone 
whose name has got into a 
databank: 

The right to read what is 
maintained in any file kept 
about you by the PHI, or the 
CIA, or any credit bureau, cro 
any other agency which com- 
piles information about you. 


. Computer Fears? Build 

During the past year, many 
of the people involved in the 
computer business have been 
worrying about the menace to 
. privacy and freedom -which is - 
presented by centralized 
banks of computerized infor- 
mation. : • ' 

■' If the proposed ■ National 
Data Dank takes on reality, 

■ will every citizen of these 
United States be in danger of . 
harassment, meddling— and 

possibly worse— by agencies 
of government and others who 
have access to s.ueh data?, 

1 Some months ago, the editor 
of Computers and Automation, 
a journal of that trade, actual- 
ly proposed to throw a wrench 
■into the machinery, unless 
measures are taken to protect ■ 

•'the privacy of people about 
whom data has been gathered. 

“As a last resort,” he -wrote, 

“we should remember that 
. large files arc very vulnerable 
to error.” And, as this gentle- 
man' (Edmund. C. -Berkeley) 

. . went on, -computers can be in- 
• cluced to err: ■' .■ 

- '“Jt would bs highly desira-' 
bis for everyone engaged in 
an unpopular activity to adopt 
three names and three Social 
•• Security numbers. This ought 
to throw any data system, 
computerized or not, into con- 
vulsions. Furthermore, if one 
adopted a new name and a 
new Social Security number 
every four months or so. I 
believe the convulsions in the 
data system would never die 
down— oscillation would con- 
tinue. indefinitely.” 

Incidentally, it is quite la\y- 
ful for anyone to have several 
Social Security numbers; also, 
for many purposes, there is 
nothing illicit about using a 
pseudonym.- How the data 
banks would cope with a wide- 
spread rebellion, only the gocl 
of the computers knows. 


The right to 
agency of errors 

The right to compel the 

changing of untrue, informa- 
tion about you. 

The right to c.ompol (be re- 
moval of irrelevant informa- 
tion about you. 

Although I sympathize gen- 
erally with these claims, I 
cannot go all the way with Mr. 
Berkeley. It would be all very- 
well, for instance, for an inno- 
cent person to have access to 
information about himself in 
the files of police agencies. But. 
not everybody is innocent. 

If a criminal were permitted 
access to such files about him- 
self, not only might detection 
and prosecution of his activi- 
ties become almost impossi- 
ble, but he might retaliate on 
anyone who had supplied in- 
formation about him. 

In England, Lord Halsbury, 
the president of the Council of 
the British Computer Society, 
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should hot be' computerized 
and easily available D all 
sorts of people. • ' . 

, - “At tliis stage of our know!- 
/ edge, nothing should go on a 
computer unless . we are pre- 
pared (u grant the person to 
whom the computer records 


writes that there is an urgent 
need for “file security.” He 
advocates “an automatic right 
of print-out” for every person 
on whom computerized re- 
cords are , kept by agencies of 
government. “You cannot 
send people to prison because 
the computer says so; there 
has to be a better reason than 
, that.” .Some records should 
not go o:i the computer at all, 
the Ear! of Halsbury contin- 
ues: ' ; 

■'There arc, of course, cer- 
tain matters which it is very 
proper to keep secret! .The 


inform the relate .The rigid of print-ou?.’ 

In Canada, professor Calvin 
Gotlic-b. of the Department cf 
Computer .Science at .the. Uni- 
versity of Toronto, ' da-lares' 
that “eventually, the only sat-’ 
isfactory solution will, be to 
attach security lags To every, 
data field and use these tags to. 
determine under what condi- 
tions the information may be. 
disseminated.” He knows that 
the cost of regulating arc? li- 
censing information systems 
would be high but advocates 
such - regulation : 

“Experience h.-.-s shown {hat 
overprotccjion is, in fact, very 
rare. .In my opinion , if (he 
problems regarding protection 
of individual privacy arc ex- 
plained to ’ the public and to 
those responsible for political 
and legislative, action and the 
alternatives are set out, they 
will be willing to pay the price 
of keeping our social environ- 
ment healthy.” 

Until— if ever— such protec- 
tions for the privacy of data 
banks arc established, .gentle 
reader, you and I ought So be 
cautious about scribbling down 
information about ourselves 
for the use of other folk. How- 
ever innocent our activities, it 
may be imprudent to become 
tiie defenseless subject of 
somebody else’s 'computerized 
dossier. 


Mr. Berkeley proposes, how- ' whole ' system of references 
ever, (hat before resorting to and referees depends on seen- 


such tactics, the friends of pri 
vacy should seek the passage 
of laws restricting the- use of 
data files in some ways and 
opening those files in 'other 
ways. lie — 


rity between The referee 'and 
. the potential empluver to 
whom the reference ' h> ■ ad- 
dressed.” Such secret records 
phonic! be kept by the conven 
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